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Box No. IV 


IS 


Box No; V 
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Box No. VI 




Box No, VII 
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Box No. VIII 



2. 



3. 



Basis of the opinion 

Priority . ^ . .s^ uh-k. 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, Inventive step and Industrial applicability 

Lack of unity of Invention w i 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43i>/s.1(a)(i) wrth regard to novelty. Inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 
Certain defects In the International application 
Certain observations on the international application 

FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for Intematlonal preliminary examination is "^^^e J^^^^^^^^ where 
written opinion of the Intematlonal Prelim nary Examining Author.^^^^^ 

will not be so considered. 
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For further options, see Fomi PCT/ISA/220. 

For further details, see notes to Form PCT/1SA^20. 
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1 With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language In which it was filed, unless othenvise indicated under this item. 



□ 



This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language . which is the language of a translation fumlshed for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2 With regard to any nucleotldB andtor amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed Invention, this opinion has been established on the basis ot: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 



3. □ 



In ariHition in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/br table relating thereto 
fafbeS f H^^^^^ required statements that the infomiation in ttie suteequent or addrtio^ 

S^pieHs idS^^^ in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 
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Form PCT/ISA/237 (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/IB2005/050188 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ws.1(a)(l) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or 
Industrial appiicabirity; cttations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


No: 


Claims 



3-5.7,8,10,16,21 

1, 2,6.9.11 7-20,22 



1-22 
1-22 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VII Certain detects in the international application 



The following defects in the form or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 
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Re item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, Inventive step or Industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 . The following documents (D1 -D4) are referred to in this communication; tlie 
numbering will be adhered to in the rest of the procedure: 

D1 : US 2002/1 78086 A1 (MARGESON JAYE A ET AL) 28 November 2002 (2002- 
1 1 -28) 

D2: US 2002/056109 A1 (TOMSEN MAI-LAN) 9 May 2002 (2002-05-09) 

D3 : US 2003/093794 A1 (THOMAS MCGEE ET AL) 1 5 May 2003 (2003-05-1 5) 

D4: KWAN W ET AL: "AN INTELLIGENT AGENT FOR MULTIMEDIA 

NEWSPAPER" 1995, CANADIAN CONFERENCE ON ELECTRICAL AND 
COMPUTER ENGINEERING, PAGE(S) 594-597 . XP000568999 

2. Method claim 1 and corresponding independent system claim 1 3 do not meet the 
requirements of Article 33(2) PCT for lack of novetty of their subject-matter. The 
reasons are the following: 

2.1 Document discloses, according to all of the features of claim 1 , 

a computerized method for providing a personalized list of future meetings per 
subject per user based upon the user's preferences (paragraph 59), comprising the 
steps of: 

obtaining a profile listing various meeting preferences of a user ("seminar topic 
of interest"; "other preference data" in paragraph 59); 

obtaining a list of meetings corresponding to at least a portion of the user's 
profile, for preparation of a recommended meetings list C'seminars of interest" in 

paragraph 59); and 

sending the user the list of recommended meetings ("email"; "appropriate 

notification" in paragraph 59). 
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Hence, claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 33(2) PCT for Jack of 
novelty of Its subj,ect-matter. 

2.2 The corresponding system of independent claim 1 3 for performing the method of 
claim 1 is also known from document D1 (figures 1 ,2; paragraph 59). 

Hence, claim 13 does also not meet the requirements of Article 33(2) PCT for lack of 
novelty of its subject-matter. ~ 

3. Method claim 1 and independent system claim 1 3 do not meet the requirements of 
Article 33(3) PCT for lack of Inventive step of their subject-matter. The reasons are 
the following: 

3.1 Document D2 discloses, 

a computerized method for providing a personalized list of pnformation items] per 
subject per user based upon the user's preferences (paragraph 38). comprising the 
steps of: 

obtaining a t>rofile listing various [information items] preferences of a user 

(paragraphs 44, 49, 51 ,52); 

obtaining a list of Onfomnation items] corresponding to at least a portion of the 
user's profile, for preparation of a recommended [information items] list ("merchant 
content / information" in paragraph 44); and 

sending the user the list of recommended [information Items] (implicit feature of 
viewing the information presented on a web-site in paragraph 44). 

The difference between the subject-matter of claim 1 and the disclosure of D2 is that 
the infonnation items presented are not merchant contentAinformation, but meeting 
information. 

This difference does however not constitute a technical difference, because the type 
of information displayed has no effect on the technical working of the system 
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performing the steps of claim 1 . 

Since the subject-matter of claim 1 does not differ from the disclosure of D2 in a 
technical way, a technical problem can not be formulated. If no such technical 
problem can be formulated, an Inventive step can not be acknowledged. 

Consequently, claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT for lack 
of inventive step of its subject-matter. 

It is to be noted that claim 1 does also, not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT 
in respect of document D3 (paragraphs 1 1 , 1 9 and 21 ). which also discloses the 
provisioning of information based on a user profile. 

3.2 The difference between the system of independent claim 1 3 and the system 
disclosed in document D2 (figure 3 and accompanying text). is the same non- 
technical difference as identified above in respect of claim 1. 

Hence, claim 1 3 does also not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT for lack of 
inventive step of its subject-matter for similar reasons as identified in section 3.1 
above. 

4 Dependent claims 2-1 2 and 1 4-22 do not contain any features which, in combination 
with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT 
in respect of novelty and/or inventive step, the reasons being as. follows: 

4 1 The features of claims 2-4. 10, 14-16 and 21. of determining a user profile based on 
questions, by monitoring website activities, or by using similar profiles, are known 
from document D2 (paragraphs 44, 49 , 51 and 52). 

4 2 The features of claims 5-8,11,12. 1 7-20 and 21 , of searching the Internet for 

meetings and associated information, are obvious for finding Information specified m 
the user's profile. See also document D1 , paragraph 56 and 59; document D3. 
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paragraph 1 1 , 1 9 and 21 ; or document D4, page 595, left-hand colurrn, first 
paragraph, which all disclose relevant teachings related to the search of the Internet 
using explicit or implicit user profiles. 

4.3 The use of E-mail, in claim 9. is known from document D1 (paragraph 59). 

4.4 Dependent claims 2-1 2 and 14-22 do therefore also not meet the requirements of 
Article 33(2),(3) PCT for lack of novelty and/or inventive step of their subject-matter. 

Re Hem VII 

Certain defects in the international application 

In addition, the following requirements should also be attended to in an amended 
application to be filed: 

1 To meet the requirements of Rule 6.3 (b) (i) and (ii) PCT, newly filed independent 
claims should be properly cast in the two part form, with those features which are part 
of the prior art (see document D1) being placed in the preamble. 

2 The features of the claims should be provided with reference signs placed In 
parenthesis to increase the intelligibility of the claims (Rule 6.2 (b) PCT). This 
applies to both the preamble and the characterising portion of all claims. 

In order to indicate more completely the background art useful for understanding the 
invention, the above-mentioned documents D1-D3 should be acknowledged in the 
description (Rule 5.1 (a) (ii) PCT). 



3. 



4. When filing amended claims the applicant should at the same time bring the 
description into conformity with the amended claims (Rule 5.1 (a) (iii) PCT). 

5 The vague and imprecise statement ("which modifications are meant to be covered 
by the spirit and scope of the appended claims") in the last line of the description on 
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page 7 implies that the subject-matter for which protection is sought may be different 
to that defined by the claims, thereby resulting in lack of clarity (Article 6 PCT) when 
used to interpret them (see also the PCT Guidelines IV lll-4.3a). 

6. In amending the application care should be taken not to extend the content of the 
application beyond that of the application as filed, by the addition or deletion of 
subject-matter, in order to meet the requirements of Articles 19 (2) and 34(2) (b) POT. 

Moreover, in order to expedite the procedure the applicant is requested to indicate 
with his reply the locations in the application as originally filed of the passages 
forming a basis for any amendments which are made. If the applicant regards it as 
appropriate, these indications should be submitted in handwritten form on a copy of 
the relevant parts of the application as filed. 

The applicant is requested to file arriendments by way of replacement pages. He 
should also take into account the requirements of Rule 66.8 PCT. In particular, fair 
copies of the amendments should be filed in triplicate. 
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Lack of unity of Invention 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1 With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was filed, unless cthenAfise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of. a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide andtor amino acid sequence dif Ipsed in the International application and 
necessary to the claimed Invention, this opinion has been established on the basis ot. 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. tirne of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

S2 ts ideSSLM™aTn theawlicMionastitedordoesnago beyond the ap(*oa«on ee Med. ee 

appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ws.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty. Inventive step or 
InduSrial appl^litv; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Clainns 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 



3-5.7,8.10,16.21 
1,2.6.9,11-15,17-20.22 



1-22 
1-22 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 
The following defects in the iorm or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 . The following documents (D1 -D4) are referred to in this communication; the 
numbering will be adhered to in the rest of the procedure: 

D1 : US 2002/178086 A1 (MARGESON JAYE A ET AL) 28 November 2002 (2002- 
1 1 -28) 

D2: US 2002/056109 A1 (TOMSEN MAI-LAN) 9 May 2002 (2002-05-09) 
D3: US 2003/093794 A1 (THOMAS MCGEE ET AL) 1 5 May 2003 (2003-05-1 5) 
' D4: KWAN W ET AL: "AN INTELLIGENT AGENT FOR MULTIMEDIA 

NEWSPAPER" 1995. CANADIAN CONFERENCE ON ELECTRICAL AND 
COMPUTER ENGINEERING. PAGE(S) 594-597 , XP000568999 

2 Method claim 1 and corresponding independent system claim 1 3 do not meet the 
requirements of Article 33(2) POT for lack of novelty of their subject-matter. The 
reasons are the following: 

2.1 Document discloses, according to all of the features of claim 1 , 

a computerized method for providing a personalized list of future meetings per 
subject per user based upon the user's preferences (paragraph 59). comprising the 

steps of: • ♦ • 

obtaining a profile listing various meeting preferences of a user ("seminar topic 

of interest"; "other preference data" in paragraph 59); 

Obtaining a list of meetings corresponding to at least a portion of the user's 
profile, for preparation of a recommended meetings list fseminars of interest" in 

paragraph 59); and 

sending the user the list of recommended meetings ("email"; "appropriate 

notification" in paragraph 59). 



Form PCT/lSA/237 (Separate Sheet) (She^ 1) (EPO-Januaiy 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF TH E International application No. 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING prT/iR'>nn'^/o«;oi 88 

AUT HORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) . PCT/IB2005/050188 

Hence, claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 33(2). PCT for lack of 
novelty of its subject-matter. 

2.2 The corresponding system of independent claim 1 3 for performing the method of 
claim 1 is also known from document D1 (figures 1,2; paragraph 59). 

Hence, claim 1 3 does also hot meet the requirements of Article 33(2) PCT for lack of 
novelty of its subject-matter. 

3. Method claim 1 and independent system claim 1 3 do not meet the requirements of 
Article 33(3) PCT for lack of Inventive step of their subject-matter. The reasons are 
the follo\Aring: 

3,1 Document D2 discloses, 

a computerized method for providing a personalized list of pnformation Items] per 
subject per user based upon the user's preferences (paragraph 38), comprising the 
steps of: 

obtaining a profile listing various [infomiation items] preferences of a user 
(paragraphs 44. 49, 51 , 52); 

obtaining a list of pnformation items] corresponding to at least a portion of the 
user's profile, for preparation of a recommended [information items] list ("merchant 
content / information" in paragraph 44); and 

sending the user the list of recommended [information items] (implicit feature of 
viewing the information presented on a web-site in paragraph 44). 

The difference between the subject-matter of claim 1 and the disclosure of D2 is that 
the information items presented are not merchant contentAinformation, but meeting 
information. 

This difference does however not constitute a technical difference, because the type 
of information displayed has no effect on the technical working of the system 
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performing the steps of claim 1 . 

* 

Since the subject-matter of claim 1 does not differ from the disclosure of P2 in a 
technical way. a technical problem can not be formulated. If no such technical 
problem can be formulated, an inventive step can not be acknowledged. 

Consequently, claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT for lack 
of inventive step of its subject-matter. 

It is to be noted that claim 1 does also not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT 
in respect of document D3 (paragraphs 1 1 , 1 9 and 21 ). which also discloses the 
provisioning of infomiation based on a user profile. 

3 2 The difference between the system of independent claim 13 and the system 
disclosed in document D2 (figure 3 and accompanying text) is the same non- 
technical difference as identified above in respect of claim 1 . 

Hence claim 1 3 does also not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT for lack of 
inventive step of its subject-matter for similar reasons as identified in section 3.1 

« 

above. 

4 Dependent claims 2-1 2 and 14-22 do not contain any features which, in combination 
with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT 
in respect of novelty and/or inventive step, the reasons being as follows: 

4 1 The features of claims 2-4, 10. 14-1 6 and 21 , of determining a user profile based on 
questions, by monitoring website activities, or by using similar profiles, are known 
from document D2 (paragraphs 44, 49 , 51 and 52). 

4 2 The features of claims 5-8, 11,12.1 7-20 and 21 , of searching the Internet for 

meetings and associated information, are obvious for finding information specified in 
the user's profile. See also document D1 . paragraph 56 and 59; document D3, 
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paragraph 1 1, 19 and 21 ; or document D4, page 595, left-hand column, first 
paragraph, which all disclose relevant teachings related to the search of the Internet 
using explicit or implicit user profiles. 

4.3 The use of E-mail, in claim 9. is known from document D1 (paragraph 59). 

4.4 Dependent claims 2-1 2 and 1 4-22 do therefore also not meet the requirements of 
Article 33(2),(3) PCT for lack of novelty and/or inventive step of their subject-matter. 

Re Hem VII ^ 

Certain defects In the International application 

In addition, the following requirements should also be attended to in an amended 
application to be filed: 

1 To meet the requirements of Rule 6.3 (b) (i) and (ii) PCT, newly filed independent 
claims should be properly cast in the two part form, with those features which are part 
of the prior art (see document D1) being placed in the preamble. 

2 The features of the claims should be provided with reference signs placed In 
parenthesis to increase the intelligibility of the claims (Rule 6.2 (b) POT). This 
applies to both the preamble and the characterising portion of all claims. 

in order to indicate more completely the background art useful for understanding the 
invention, the above-mentioned documents D1-D3 should be acknowledged in the 
description (Rule 5.1 (a) (ii) PCT). 



3. 



4. When filing amended claims the applicant should at the same time bring the 
description into conformity with the amended claims (Rule 5.1 (a) (iii) PCT). 

5 The vague and imprecise statement ("which modifications are meant to be covered 
by the spirit and scope of the appended claims") in the last line of the description on 
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page 7 implies that the subject-matter for which protection is sought may be different 
to that defined by the claims, thereby resulting in lack of clarity (Article 6 PCT) when 
used to interpret them (see also the PCT Guidelines IV lll-4.3a). 

6. in amending the application care should be taken not to extend the content of the 
application beyond that of the application as filed, by the addition or deletion of 
subject-matter, in order to meet the requirements of Articles 19 (2) and 34(2) (b) PCT. 

Moreover, in order to expedite the procedure the applicant is requested to indicate 
with his reply the locations in the application as originally filed of the passages 
forming a basis for any amendments which are made. If the applicant regards it as 
appropriate, these indications should be submitted in handwritten form on a copy of 
the relevant parts of the application as filed. 

The applicant is requested to file amendments by way of replacement pages. He 
should also take into account the requirements of Rule 66.8 PCT. In particular, fair 
copies of the amendments should be filed in triplicate. 
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